


In this essay there will be discussions surrounding the ways in which the UK government are held to account. Does good scrutiny make for a good government and how? Topics covering the role powers of the executive, what it is, and how the public hold them to account. Further explaining any advantages or disadvantages with these applications and any suggestions of a reform.
[bookmark: _Hlk161313932]The term executive essentially means the government and those who will make key decisions within it. The system in the UK is the party containing the most seats in the house of commons is usually who forms a government. The government is made up of our prime minister or party leader, the cabinet and junior ministers, these are usually from the majority party in the house of commons (The Constitution Society, 2024). The Cabinet is the team the prime minister chooses to lead in important areas such as transport, health and defence (UK Parliament, 2024). (Haddon, 2020) Explains that our government is accountable and checked by parliament, the accountability to parliament means that ministers in their respective area or department have to explain and provide information regarding failures and what is actually happening. The expectation is for ministers to take responsibility for failures, apologise and ultimately resign if considered serious enough of a mistake. Some ministers are accountable for the whole department of junior ministers which means mistakes made by them ultimately effect head of departments, such as secretaries of state (gov.uk, 2024). (Benwell and Gay, 2011) States that within the UK, there are three principal institutions, the executive, judiciary and legislature. These major institutions are independent but do not have a strict separation of power, no individual one has power over the other, but the executive is the highest power in the United Kingdom. Montesquieu’s ‘The Spirit of the Laws’ lays out the separation of powers and the reason for this, to avoid tyranny. When the powers are united there can be no liberty, protection against the potential tyranny of these major institutions (Shackleton, 2023). This is taken to mean no one institution is to exceed the others power, keeping a balance is essential for good and fair government processes. Separation of powers is suggested as a good way to have a system of checks necessary for a good government. The house of commons is at the heart of parliament, this is where the majority of the prime minister and their junior ministers sit as members, this shows that the executive and legislature are still closely intwined (The British Institute of Human Rights, 2024). 
There can be some drawbacks to the constant checks and make action more difficult to achieve, strong checks can increase the risk of a bottleneck. Providing a middle ground when designing new checks is therefore an important thing to consider, especially when involving time sensitive issues (James and Renwick, 2023). (Thinkfor, 2024) States that there are a few ways in which the government are held to account or scrutinised, one way is by questioning government ministers. On the floor of parliament, questions are put to the ministers and also the prime minister by the opposition, they are asked to explain and account for decisions made. Another way of checking is with committees, this is a way of debating bills, 15 to 50 members talk through and debate to then decide on any amendments. After this process any conclusions are made to the house of commons where it is debated further (UK Parliament, 2024). (House of Commons, 2022) Free trade Agreement is an example of this process, firstly discussed by select committee then in the house of commons. Legislation has to be passed through several stages, white papers are a proposal for a new piece of law, green papers are for comment by the public, this is before a white paper can be published. Bills for new laws or changes to existing ones have to be agreed by the monarch before it is approved as a law, these have to go through the commons, house of lords for discussion before the monarch ever sees them for approval (Gov.uk, 2024). When discussing new laws and petitions, these are debated in the house of commons, they are chaired by the speaker whose responsibility is to ensure rules are followed correctly. A typical debate is usually a proposal, this question is put to the house of commons to be considered and voted on, this is the same for the house of lords (UK Parliament, 2024). When debating new legislature, it must be in line with the human rights act 1998, Parliament has to set out to make sure that any new legislation has compatibility with this. However, Parliament is sovereign, this means if it saw fit to pass a law not fitting with the human rights act, they could do this (Equality and Human Rights Commission, 2018). This is outlined in the UK constitution, this has never been put into one single document however, this contains statutes such as the Bill of Rights 1689 and the Human Rights Act 1998 (Georgetown Law Library, 2024).
Parliamentary scrutiny is an activity used to examine government and their policies, scrutiny of our government has positive impacts and some negative also. Ensuring transparent decision making and accountability, these have positive impacts on the decision-making processes itself. The scrutiny of policies and policy makers provide the legitimacy and transparency the public deserve, it is a valuable tool when considering adjustments in policy formation. Citizens can participate in a democratic process through this, ensuring diverse perspectives are taken into consideration (White, no date). Some negative impacts to consider are; when officials feel overly scrutinised, they may be discouraged from proper communication, this slows the sharing process and reduces the tendency to innovate. There are costs involved in the scrutiny process, in a resource sensitive time, this can be an unnecessary waste of them, sometimes when under pressure decisions could be influenced more by how they look to the public than what is actually the most logical decision to make (Judge, 2021).
In conclusion to the question does good scrutiny make for a good government? I believe that the more transparent the processes are, the better. Effective scrutinization is important for the public, these are important decision makers that impact the whole of the UK with their actions, being able to see that things are properly discussed and vetted is in my opinion the correct and most logical way. Scrutiny is essential, it is finding the proper balance that is crucial, wasting money over scrutinising things is counterintuitive and hinders the procedures. My suggestion for reform in regards to the government are to streamline decision making and explore more innovative processes. As we do with our Constitutional laws, change them to keep up with the times we live in.
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